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REMARKS
Claims 1, 2.and 4-7 remain pending in the application.

Claims 1-2'and 4-7 under 2™ paralraph of 35 U.S.C. §112

- Claims 1-2 ‘and 4 7 were rejected as aIlegedIy being indefinite

under 35 USC 112, second paragraph

C_Ialms 1, 2 and 4- 7 have been carefully reviewed and amended as
appropriate, with all of the Examiner’s concerns having been addressed. The
Applicants respectfully request that the 35 USC 112, 2"" paragraph rejection of
clams 1, 2 and 4- 7 now. be wrthdrawn

Claims 1-9, 19 and 20 over Braddv

Claims 1, 2 and 4- 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as
allegedly being antrcrpated by U.S. Patent No. 6,141,759 to Braddy (“Braddy”).
The Applicants respectfuvll-y traverse ‘the rejection

Claims 1, 2 and 4-7 recite, inter alia, determining with a service-
chalnlng module of a first physical server an i identity of a second physical server
within a distributed enwronment that stores a requested application program.

The. inventors. appremated that conventionally a request for a
program and/or data from' a first server that does not store the requested
program and/or data fa:ils'. -F.ai_lure of a request is very frustrating to a user of a
client device. The user muet then attempt to take further action to determine the
location of a server that is able to service a request for a program and/or data.
Many inexperienced users»rnay not be able to determi’ne a location of a server
that is able to service their reduest,- leaving them completely without solution.
Applicants’ elaime everco-me'euch deficiencies in the art. In accordance with the
claimed features, a first server determines an identity of a second server that is
able to service the request,' eliminating the otherwise conventional frustration a

user of a client device might otherwise experienCe.
Braddy appears to teach a system for determining whether to

process an information request locally on a first server computer system or to
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process the information. re'quést"rerhotely on one of a secondary server computer
system for load-balancing purposes. '(see Abstract)
ALL of Braddy’s server computer systems are able to process an

information request, with the. only determination made being whether to process

the information request ‘Ioca_llv or to'Off-Ioad thé information request. Since ALL

of Braddy’s sewer'Compuier systems store the SAME information, Braddy fails to

require a determination of é‘n identity of a second physical server that stores a

requested application prdgram, as required by claims 1, 2 and 4-7.
Claims 1, 2 and 4-7 recite, inter alia, a second physical server to
transmit an appli'catio'n program toja client device in response to a client device

requeét transmitted toa first'physicalkserver '

Braddy abpe'afs t'o: tééch a second server computer system that
processes an'informati'o»n réquest a'n‘d sends the results back to a request broker
software system Qh a first server corhputer syS_tem. (see Abstract) The request
broker software then sends the results of the information request back to the
client computer system that originated the information request. (see Braddy,'
Abstract) '

ALL of Brad_dyfs résults are funneled through the SAME first server

computer_system, ‘irrespe_ctivé Qf ‘which server computer system processes an

information request. ~ Braddy :‘féil_s_ to teach a second physical sever that

transmits an application program to a client device in response to a client device

requést transmitted to‘a,ﬁ.rs't physical server, as required by claims 1, 2 and 4-
7. | R

Acéordingly, for at Ieasf all the above reasons, claims 1, 2 and 4-7
are patentable over the prior art of 'recbrd. It is therefore respectfully requested
that the rejection be withdrawn. | ’
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Conclusion ‘

All  objections | and rejections having been addressed, it is
respectfully submitted thai the éubject application is in condition for allowance
and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited.

- L Respectfully submitted,
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